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is the Federal District of Columbia. It 
is part of the Federal Government. It is 
an area that we do not have a separa-
tion of Federal and State governments, 
where there is not a State’s rights 
question about these matters. It is a 
matter within our jurisdiction, No. 1. 

No. 2, the Mayor and the school board 
president want it. They asked us for it. 

The people want it. They have chil-
dren lined up to get into this program. 
I love educators, and I love and appre-
ciate education. I believe the public 
schools do a terrific job for the most 
part in America. I have been pleased 
with the public schools my children 
have attended. But if they were not 
getting a good education there, one 
that was sufficient, I would have done 
what I could to make sure they got a 
good education. I think most Ameri-
cans would. But for the poor, they 
don’t have that option. They can’t send 
their children to St. Albans. They can’t 
send their kids to some other school if 
they are not happy, and I think we 
need to deal with that. 

I salute the chairman, Senator 
DEWINE. I suggest the Feinstein 
amendment does many of the things 
that Senator LANDRIEU wants to do. I 
could support that, and I am com-
fortable with the Feinstein amend-
ment. But if we are going to come up 
with an amendment that makes it so 
difficult for the schools in this area 
who have agreed to take children at a 
discount of 40 percent or more from the 
cost that is being expended for edu-
cation in the District, that they will 
not accept them or it creates a bu-
reaucracy—which is one of the things 
that makes it more difficult for public 
schools to perform well—if we are 
going to do that, I am not for it. 

I know Senator DEWINE will be wres-
tling with that and listening to the 
Senators and their suggestions. But I 
would note we have a reality and that 
is there are two bodies, a House and a 
Senate. The House of Representatives 
deserves equal sway in these matters. 
That shouldn’t change just because a 
few Senators believe something is im-
portant—I believe a lot of things are 
important and I have not been able to 
have them come out exactly as I want. 

I think the Feinstein amendment 
does what Senator LANDRIEU wants. We 
have not seen the exact wording of 
Senator LANDRIEU’s amendment, so I 
guess we will have to look at it to 
know. This body needs to act in the 
best interests of the schoolchildren of 
the District of Columbia. We have a 
Mayor elected to take care of them. We 
have a school board president who 
loves our children and wants them to 
succeed. They have said this program 
is the way to do it. This is what we 
need to improve their chances at a bet-
ter life. I believe it is, too. I see no dan-
ger in going forward with it. 

If the program turns out to be a fail-
ure, so be it. We will end it. I don’t 
know that it will. Frankly, I think it is 
more likely to be a success than not. 

I am glad the Senator from Ohio is 
leading this effort, and I look forward 
to working with him. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Ohio. 
Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, I thank 

my colleague from Alabama for his 
very fine statement. I think he is abso-
lutely right. This is a pilot program. 
But it is a chance we have to take. 
These are children who need this op-
portunity. Their parents need this op-
portunity. 

As we have talked about before on 
the Senate floor, you have the Mayor 
of this city coming to this Congress 
and saying: Give me the tools. Give me 
the tools to help shape the educational 
system in the District of Columbia. For 
us to turn our back on the Mayor, to 
turn our back on children, and the par-
ents, I think would be a very serious 
mistake. 

We have the opportunity to do some-
thing very positive. I think we should 
take that opportunity. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to a period of morning 
business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

BILLING VETERANS FOR 
HOSPITAL FOOD 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I take a 
brief few minutes to say a few words 
about a situation that I think is a slap 
in the face to a brave Nevadan but also 
to thousands of others who wear the 
uniform of our great Republic. 

Bill Murwin is a deputy sheriff in 
Lyon County, one of 17 Nevada coun-
ties. It is a rural county, even though 
it is becoming more urban all the time 
with the tremendous growth in Fernley 
and Silver Springs. Still we think of it 
as a rural county, a little over 60 miles 
outside of Reno. 

In addition to Bill being deputy sher-
iff, he is also a staff sergeant in the 
Marine Corps Reserve. When his coun-
try called, he left his family and went 
to fight in Iraq. He was wounded a few 
months ago when a grenade exploded in 
a vehicle in which he was riding. He 
was treated at a military hospital in 
Germany and then because of the seri-
ousness of his injury he spent 4 weeks 
at Bethesda. I am sorry to say this, but 
at Bethesda Naval Hospital he had to 
have part of his left foot amputated. 

Obviously, we owe a debt of gratitude 
to Sergeant Murwin, just as we owe a 
debt of gratitude to all those who 
bravely fought for our freedom over the 
years, particularly in the sands and 
cities of Iraq. 

Instead of gratitude—it is hard to 
comprehend—Bill Murwin got a bill 
from the Government in the amount of 
$243. Three days later he got a second 
bill, along with a threat that his ac-

count would be turned over to a collec-
tion agency if he did not pay up imme-
diately. 

For what did he owe this large sum of 
$243? I say that somewhat facetiously, 
but to him $243 was a large amount of 
money. It was for the food he ate when 
he was having his foot amputated. It 
seems that military personnel who do 
not eat in a messhall, including those 
who have families, receive a monthly 
allowance for their food. But when our 
troops are wounded, they eat in a hos-
pital, they are billed by the Govern-
ment $8.10 a day for their hospital 
meals. 

I found out what happened to Ser-
geant Murwin when a coworker sent an 
e-mail to my office. I was disillusioned, 
disappointed, and somewhat upset to 
learn we have a policy and it has been 
in place for 22 years. 

Our troops in combat who are eating 
field chow are already allowed to keep 
their food allowance. Certainly, the 
same policy should apply to those who 
are in a hospital recovering from the 
injuries they received in the field. 

When a soldier is wounded in combat, 
we should not add insult to injury by 
making him pay for his hospital food. I 
am proud of Sergeant Murwin for com-
ing forward to shed light on this mis-
taken policy. 

Today, he told a member of my staff: 
This isn’t about me. There are guys in the 

hospital who are 18 or 19 years old and have 
been there for three months or longer. 
. . .Some of them are expecting bills of $1,000 
or more. They [are] really fretting those 
bills. 

I think it is a national disgrace that 
anyone in this country has to worry 
about decent health care—and 44 mil-
lion people have to worry about decent 
health care. But, really, when a soldier 
who is wounded in combat lies in a hos-
pital bed worrying about a bill from his 
own Government for the food he is eat-
ing in the hospital, that is a little too 
much. 

I also acknowledge my friend, the 
Congressman from Florida, Represent-
ative YOUNG. When he heard about this, 
he sent a bill to the Government to 
repay this bill for Sergeant Murwin. So 
I publicly acknowledge and appreciate 
what I read in the paper that my 
friend, Congressman YOUNG, had done. 

I am proud to cosponsor Senator 
GRAHAM’s bill that would correct this 
ridiculous policy. I salute, as I said, 
Congressman YOUNG for introducing a 
similar bill in the House and for paying 
the bill, literally, of my constituent. 

I hope every Member of both Cham-
bers will act quickly to correct this 
outrage. And it is an outrage. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO GREG MADDUX 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today 
to salute a great Nevadan, a great 
human being and a great athlete, my 
friend, Greg Maddux. 

Mr. Maddux pitches for the Atlanta 
Braves baseball club. Since he went to 
Atlanta almost 11 years ago, the 
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Braves have won their division every 
single season. 

This is no coincidence. Greg Maddux 
has been the heart and soul of the At-
lanta Braves, and the key to their re-
markable string of success. 

From 1992 through 1995, he won the 
Cy Young award, as the best pitcher in 
baseball, four years in a row. No other 
pitcher has ever accomplished that and 
I doubt anyone else ever will. 

He finished the 1990s with a 2.54 
earned run average for the decade. 
Only two pitchers had posted a better 
ERA over a decade since 1910—Hoyt 
Wilhelm and Sandy Koufax. That is 
pretty good company. And in 1995, 
Maddux became the first pitcher to log 
back-to-back seasons with an ERA 
under 1.80. 

From 1990 through 2001—12 consecu-
tive years—Greg won the National 
League Gold Glove as the league’s best- 
fielding pitcher. 

He pitched nine scoreless innings in 
Game One of the 1995 World Series, 
leading the Braves over the Cleveland 
Indians. 

Greg could have retired years ago, 
and he would still be assured of enter-
ing the Baseball Hall of Fame on the 
first day he is eligible. 

But he keeps pitching, and he keeps 
setting a new standard of excellence. 

Sunday, he broke a record that had 
been held by the great Cy Young him-
self, winning at least 15 games for the 
16th consecutive season. Young’s 
record of 15 games for 15 seasons had 
stood for 98 years, since 1905. 

For a major league pitcher, winning 
15 games in a season is a feat that only 
the best will ever accomplish. To do it 
for 16 straight years is almost unthink-
able. 

They say records are made to be bro-
ken. Well, I think this one will stand 
for a long, long time. 

The success of Greg Maddux is even 
more amazing when you consider that 
he doesn’t have overwhelming speed. In 
an era of 100 mph fastballs, his clock in 
the mid-80s. He doesn’t try to over-
power hitters; he just outsmarts them. 

Maddux is an unsurpassed student of 
the game who relies on his pinpoint 
control and his unyielding determina-
tion. He never gives in to hitters. He 
makes them swing at his pitches. 

After he defeated the Florida Marlins 
to break Cy Young’s record, 72-year-old 
Florida manager Jack McKeon said, 
‘‘He doesn’t get you out—he makes you 
get yourself out.’’ 

Anybody who is a baseball fan, as I 
am, would be proud to know Greg 
Maddux. But he is more than a great 
athlete. He is a great person. 

He is a devoted family man, married 
to a wonderful wife, Kathy. They have 
a daughter Amanda Paige, and a son 
Chase Alan. 

Obviously, the Maddux family could 
live anywhere they want to. I am proud 
that they have chosen to live in Las 

Vegas, where Greg grew up and grad-
uated from Valley High School. 

Greg doesn’t endorse commercial 
products, and he has no interest in the 
glamorous life of a celebrity. Instead, 
he and his family live quietly, giving 
generously of their time and money for 
causes that benefit our community. 

Kathy and Greg lead the Maddux 
Foundation, which is involved in sev-
eral charitable activities in Las Vegas 
and Atlanta. The Foundation supports 
children’s homes, domestic crisis shel-
ters, and boys and girls clubs. In recent 
years, the Madduxes have expanded 
their philanthropic efforts, helping 
even more kids. 

Greg’s brother Mike also has a foun-
dation that helps children. And he hap-
pens to be a pretty good pitcher in own 
right. 

Mike Maddux began his major league 
career in 1986 with the Philadelphia 
Phillies, and played in the big leagues 
for 15 seasons. He, like his brother 
Greg, is a role model for Nevadas’ and 
our voting youth. 

Both of the Maddux brothers are 
great baseball players, but even more 
important, they are great neighbors. 

Baseball fans all over America know 
Greg Maddux as one of the greatest 
pitchers in the history of the game. 

In southern Nevada, we know him as 
a devoted family man, a positive role 
model for kids, and a generous contrib-
utor to our community. 

f 

BUDGET SCOREKEEPING REPORT 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I here-
by submit to the Senate the budget 
scorekeeping report prepared by the 
Congressional Budget Office under Sec-
tion 308(b) and in aid of Section 311 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, 
as amended. This report meets the re-
quirements for Senate scorekeeping of 
Section 5 of S. Con. Res. 32, the First 
Concurrent Resolution on the Budget 
for 1986. 

This report shows the effects of con-
gressional action on the 2004 budget 
through September 22, 2003. The esti-
mates of budget authority, outlays, 
and revenues are consistent with the 
technical and economic assumptions of 
the 2004 Concurrent Resolution on the 
Budget, H. Con. Res. 95, as adjusted. 

The estimates show that current 
level spending is above the budget reso-
lution by $3.092 billion in budget au-
thority and by $3.005 billion in outlays 
in 2003. Current level for revenues is $1 
million below the budget resolution in 
2003. 

Per section 502 of H. Con. Res. 95, pro-
visions designated as an emergency are 
exempt from enforcement of the budget 
resolution. As a result, the following 
current level report excludes budget 
authority of $984 million from funds 
provided in the Emergency Supple-
mental Appropriations for Disaster Re-
lief Act of 2003, P.L. 108–69. 

Since my last report, dated July 30, 
2003, the Congress has cleared and the 
President has signed the following acts 
that changed budget authority, out-
lays, or revenues: Family Farmer 
Bankruptcy Relief Act of 2003, P.L. 108– 
73; an act to amend title XXI of the So-
cial Security Act, P.L. 108–74; Chile 
Free Trade Agreement Implementation 
Act, P.L. 108–77; and, Singapore Free 
Trade Agreement Implementation Act, 
P.L. 108–78. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
letter and tables be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. CONGRESS, 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 
Washington, DC, September 23, 2003. 

Hon. DON NICKLES, 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The attached tables 
show the effects of Congressional action on 
the 2003 budget and are current through Sep-
tember 22, 2003. This report is submitted 
under section 308(b) and in aid of section 311 
of the Congressional Budget Act, as amend-
ed. 

The estimates of budget authority, out-
lays, and revenues are consistent with the 
technical and economic assumptions of H. 
Con. Res. 95, the Concurrent Resolution on 
the Budget for Fiscal Year 2004, as adjusted. 
Per section 502 of H. Con. Res. 95, provisions 
designated as an emergency are exempt from 
enforcement of the budget resolution. As a 
result, the enclosed current level report ex-
cludes budget authority of $984 million from 
funds provided in the Emergency Supple-
mental Appropriations for Disaster Relief 
Act of 2003 (Public Law 108–69). 

Since my last report, dated July 28, 2003, 
the Congress has cleared and the President 
has signed the following acts that changed 
budget authority, outlays, or revenues: 

Family Farmer Bankruptcy Relief Act of 
2003 (Public Law 108–73); 

An Act to amend Title XXI of the Social 
Security Act (Public Law 108–74); 

Chile Free Trade Agreement Implementa-
tion Act (Public Law 108–77); and 

Singapore Free Trade Agreement Imple-
mentation Act (Public Law 108–78). 

The effects of these new laws are identified 
in Table 2. 

Sincerely, 
DOUGLAS HOLTZ-EAKIN, 

Director. 

TABLE 1.—SENATE CURRENT-LEVEL REPORT FOR SPEND-
ING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2003, AS OF 
SEPTEMBER 22, 2003 

[In billions of dollars] 

Budget 
resolution 

Current 
level1 

Current 
level over/ 
under (¥) 
resolution 

ON-BUDGET 
Budget Authority .................. 1,874.0 1,877.1 3.1 
Outlays ................................. 1,826.1 1,829.1 3.0 
Revenues .............................. 1,310.3 1,310.3 –* 

OFF-BUDGET 
Social Security Outlays ........ 366.3 366.3 0 
Social Security Revenues ..... 531.6 531.6 0 

1 Current level is the estimated effect on revenue and spending of all leg-
islation that the Congress has enacted or sent to the President for his ap-
proval. In addition, full-year funding estimates under current law are in-
cluded for entitlement and mandatory programs requiring annual appropria-
tions even if the appropriations have not been made. 

*= Less than $50 million. 
Source: Congressional Budget Office. 
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